1

I

R A RN 03001 0 5 O 0 O N

g7 Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/01/23

’

Y vt copEARED
NPASE DL s

£

Daniloff Forgot
A Reporter
Can’t Do His -
Country a Favor

By Dusko Doder /-

HE NICHOLAS DANILOFF ‘case contains am
important but little-noted lesson for the press: in'
. place like Moscow, doing a favor for the U.S.:
Embassy can get you in big trouble. ' :
It’s clear now that Nick Daniloff wasn’t a spy. It is
equally clear that he was used by the CIA station in:
Moscow, which was seeking to establish contact with a
potential intelligence source, a supposedly dissident
priest named “Father Roman.” Like many other Amer-
ican correspondeats, Daniloff felt he was doing a helpful
thing by delivering a letter from Father Roman ad-
dressed to the U.S. Embassy and subsequently giving
CIA operatives Father Roman’s telephone number.
Daniloff believes now that he made a mistake. He's.
right. He did. A reporter shouldn’t get involved—even
briefly and indirectly, as Daniloff did—in intelligence.
gathering. His mistake was compounded by the CIA’s,
clumsy handling of the case, which gave the KGB what'
it regarded as evidence of Daniloff's involvement irg
American espionage. !
In a place like Moscow, an American reporter must'
carry a white flag, making it abundantly clear that he

~ has nothing to do with any government, including his

own. As a practical matter, Moscow correspondents
must do so for their own protection and the protection
of their Soviet friends and contacts. They must also
uphold the professional standards that make the Amer-

_ ican press so different from the Kremlin’s government-

controlled media. .

Daniloff is not the first American correspondent to-
make such a mistake. Having served as a correspondent;
in Moscow for more than seven of the past 18 years, [
know several colleague who have made similar mis-
takes. I made such mistakes myself, X

It was one such mistake that brought me into my first-
serious encounter with the KGB.' .

In August 1983 I wrote a story about a secret study .
of Soviet economic problems. The Novosibirsk paper,
as the document came to be known, was printed in sev-
enty numbered copies. I had obtained a copy of it in
April 1983 from an aide to one of the leading Kremlin
personalities. It revealed the tone and substance of the
internal debates on economic reforms.
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The paper was written by Tatyana Zaslavskaya, a
rmember of the Academy of Sciences and a prominent
member of the Novosibirsk group of economic refo;m-
ers. This and other papers contending that the existing

- system itself was the main reason for declining Soviet

economic performance were distributed to the offices

of top officials. ) _

Mg story created a minor stir in }he West. A!mo:st;
instantly I had the feeling that the police were closing in
on me. I sensed it everywhere, inside our compound
and driving around Moscow. My telephones began to

act up. The police guard inside our compound rushed to’

his booth when he saw me coming outof my office. .

I had anticipated all this and had kept the document
hidden for four months before writing the story becau_se
I knew that would make it harder for the KGB to dxs-
cover my source. For the same reason, [ had not men-
tioned in my story the author of the document or the
fact that it came from the Novosibirsk branch of the
Academy of Sciences. .

Looking back, I now feel that I madg one mnstakg,
which may have raised the KGB'’s suspicions. Back im

April, when I first obtained the docs:
ument, [ had shown it to a few trusted-.
colleagues to get their views.

My mistake, I think, was that [ had
also given a copy to a friend at the
US. Embassy. I had not thought
through the consequences of such a
move. Looking back, I must have felt
that it was important that somebody
in the American government be
. aware of its conterts in order to as-
sess the changes contemplated by the
new Soviet leadership. .

It never occurred to me at that
point that I was doing something im-
proper and potentially self-
incriminating, that 1 was supplying
information to the US. government
before T had written a story for my
‘newspaper. All tooXfrequently in Moe-
cow we tended to view the worid in
simple terms-—uas and them—-and the
instinct to go with our pack was occa-
sionally. so strong that it overruled
judgment and experience.

The Soviets may have gotten sus-
picious on August 3, 1983. With my
story causing something of a one-day
sensation, I was. being besieged by
phone calls and visits from foreign
diplomats and correspondents who
wanted to know more about my
scoop. The only people who failed to
phone and seek additional details were
the American diplomats at the Mos-
cow embassy. :
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In the claustrophobic world of Mos-
cow, where we were under fairly
closepolicescmtinynmstofthetime,
the conspicuous lack of American in-

' inadvertantly have sig-
nalled the KGB that the U.S. Embassy
already had this particular document.
This, in turn, meant either that [ had
already given it to the embassy or that
the embassy had leaked it to me-in
order to embarrass the Soviet Union,

In either case, my role seemed du-
bious. I decided that day never again
to given any confidential information
to U.S. officials in Moscow:

The KGB pressure was palpable. A

Soviet journalist friend hinted to me
over drinks at the Press Club that I
was suspected of having espi
connections—to which I gave the
standard reply, a series of four-letter
‘words.
Ihadbeentherecipientofseveml
leaks before August 1983—one or -

valuable information with the U.S,
embassy.

That, it seems to me, was Daniloff's
problem too. Except that his actions
seem- to have assumed even.more
sinister proportions in the minds of
KGB counter-inteiligence officialy, -

€ had arrived in- Moscow a3
H US.Newsc & World Report
correspondent in 1981. By late
1984, Daniloff explained to me this

week, he became aware of: palige ef- .

forts to entrap him. o

In December 1984, Daniloff, was:
approched by a Russian Orthodox.
priest, Father Roman, “a charming,
.wonderful -fellow who was aordi-
narily pleasant.” He was, Daniloff said,”
the type of “guy who would be inter-
esting to get to know.”

Father Roman had phoned Daniloff,
then stopped by his office, something
that was possible since DanilofPs office
was located in a building that was not
guarded by police, as are most other
foreigners’ compounds in Moscow.
Daniloff suggested they take a walk and-
they walked for about one hour. Father
Roman told Daniloff that he had served
a term in a labor camp on a trumped-up
charge of stealing icons, ‘
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Daniloff took Father Roman's phone
number. There was one thing that
made Daniloff wonder about his new
contact. He asked him how he had ob-
tained the number for the U.S. News &
World Report bureau in Moscow, a
reasonable question since there is no:
telephone book in the Soviet capital.

Father Roman's answer was curious,
although not entirely implausible, Dan-
iloff recalled. He said that he had a
friend who had a friend that warked as
a secretary in the press department of
the Foreign Ministry. ’

. A month later, Daniloff said, he fe-

ceived a call from Father Roman, who
informed him that he would send Dan-

iloff “some material about young people |

and the Russian Orthodox Church”
The next day, Jan. 22, 1985, Daniloff
found a letter addressed to him in his
mailbax. When he opened it, he found
inside another emvelope addressed to
Daniloff took the letter to the U.S.

Smmbassy. It contained yet another in-

e envelope addressed to William

y, the CIA director. When it was
9¢ed at the embassy, Daniloff said, it
apy ; that the contents “contained
infermation of interest to the CIA.” The
‘létteg; was' handwritten, Daniloff said,
L By not read the handwriting.”

A month later Daniloff was:called to
the embassy by a senior political officer
and:taken to the “glass house,” as the
secure ‘room designed to thwart elec-
tmxic"smveillanceismlled."l‘heywere
joingdtherg by another diplomat who

ClA:station.chief. He was asked details

about Fathér Roman. The only thing
mwm,hsaﬂ,mﬂie

priest’s e oumber.
' Afemks'hteramsm
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Whyl‘:idba"ﬂoﬁprovideFafherRo-
man’s phone number to the CIA? With
the benefit of hindsight, it's clear that a

nconsequential.  Daniloff explained:
“How could I say no, I don’t want to
ngeyouthephmenumber?"

What did not expect was
tl}attheCIAwouldbesoSbm.that
lys_mlgkxtheaﬁakwwubenm-
noned_mtwocormnmiaﬁanaCIA
operauve_mbsequmﬂyhadwiﬁlthe
bogus priest, 2 letter and 4 phone call,
Wlmhewasanwedeosoowlast
Al:g.SO,DmnIﬂwagmmwbyhis

minimal cooperation*

with the KGB. He signed the protocols -

of interrogatien, but registered his dis-
sent. And he regretted his original de-
cision to deliver the letter to Hartman,

“If I knew then what [ know now,”
lsaid Daniloff, “T would have burned that
etter.” .

Dusko Doder, The Pest’s corrrespondent in Moscow
Srom 1981 to 1985, is the author of “Shadows and

Whispers,” to be published this fail.

happened. State Department analysts -

had reached the conclusion that Father
Roman was a bogus priest and in effect
a KGB plant. The CIA, however, con-
tinved to maintain active interest in
Father Roman. When Daniloff was

called again to the embassy and taken

tothe“giasshmxse,"llewmadv‘uedby
a US, diplomat friend that the State
Department helieved the contact with
thepn'estwasaKGBtrap.“Myadvioe
to you is to be very careful,” the dip-
lomat said. After that wamning, Daniloff

.completely disassociated himself from

the Father Roman case,
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